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IADEPEDENT GENSOR
15 (PPOSED.BY 1A

Official Says Bqérd From Ouiside
Agencies to Monitor Writings ..
Would Not Be Practical

By CHARLES MOHR -+
: L SpeclalleThe Mew York Thrse =~ 77 7

WASHINGTON, April 16 — Officials o
the nation’s intelligence services ex-
pressed general cpposition today to a pro-
posal that an independent board be
created to review disputes about what in-
formation former intelligence agents
should be permitted to publish in tooks
and articles. D

Representative Les Aspin, Demcocrat
of Wisconsin, chairman of the oversight
‘(S:L;bcor;\mittee of ttrlz; House Intelligence

mmittee, recently proposed creatin

such a board. He said the question had bei;
come more important since the Unitad
States Supreme Court ruled that secrecy
agreements in which employees of the
Centrai Intelligence Agency promise to
submit any writings for pre-publication
review arevalid contracts, -

The Court ordered a former agency
analyst, ¥FranX Snepp, to surrender all of
his eamings from his book “Decent Inter-
val,” which accused some United States
officials of blunders and cynical adbando-
ment of obligaticns to Vietnamese in the
period leading up to the fall of South Viet.
namin1975. / .
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At a subcommittes hearing today Mr.
Aspin told a pairel of middle-level offi-
cials Irom four intelligence agencies that
prepublicaticn review programs would
seem “‘arbitrary’ and unialr if an agent-
turaed-author ccuid appeal only to his

agency’s top ofticial. The system might
appear to be applied only to critics of the |
intelligence agencies, not to supporters of
official policy and agency performance,
he suggested. )

Howsver, the otficials clearly indicated
that they saw practical problems in per-
mitting an indep=ndent board of officials

| from other agencies to review guastions

of whether material about the intelli-

S gence services could b= safely published.

Emest Mayerfeld, deputy general
counsel to the Central Inteiligence Azen-
cy, sald intelligence was a “somewhat ar-
cane business, a skill, a craft” that would
be difticult “for somaone else to make
determinaticns about.”

Legal and security experts irora the:
Mational Security Agency, the Federal.
Bureau of Investigation, the Defense In-|
telligance Agency and the Office of Legal
Counsel of the Department of Justice took
similar positions. H

Mr. May=rfeld testified that the num-
ber of “items,” including speeches, arti-!
cles and boox manuscripts, submitted for
pre-publication review by present and
former C.1.A. employees, had increased
from42in 1977 to 94 in 1979. There were 47
items in the first four months of 1939,

‘The official zdded that most submis-
sions were approved, but in 1973, for in-
stance, the C.I.A. publication board or-
dered some change in 16 items submitted
by former employees and disapprovad of

"eneitementirely. -




